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On the Youth Movement consists of the writings—articles, speeches, messages and interviews—of Jose Maria Sison on the subject to guide the development of the youth movement from 1964 to 2022.

The first item is his address to the founding assembly of Kabataang Makabayan on November 30, 1964, which relates the historical background of the revolutionary movement in the Philippines, and which presents Andres Bonifacio “as a model of revolutionary militancy among the Filipino youth and among the advocates of national democracy” against the onslaught of US imperialist aggression. However, through the most brutal military operations and through deception, the US imperialists beguiled the ruling classes in the country and instituted the semicolonial and semifeudal system that exists in the country today and which the youth and the people’s movement continue to resist today.

The rest of the items in the book relates how the Filipino youth in the national democratic movement carry out their resistance in communities, in schools, colleges and universities, and in factories in the countryside and in the cities to change the reactionary ruling system propped up by US imperialism. They lay out the tasks and duties of the Filipino youth.

In the book, we also see the rise and development of various youth organizations all over the country. We see how these youth organizations develop cadres in ever growing numbers for the people’s war in the countryside and thus strengthen the entire revolutionary movement.

—Julieta de Lima

Utrecht, The Netherlands

June 29, 2023
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November 30, 1964

––––––––
[image: image]


No more propitious day than this can be chosen to found Kabataang Makabayan. Today is the 101st birth anniversary of Andres Bonifacio, a great hero from the proletariat, who in the vigor of his youth led the secret society of Katipunan and mobilized the patriotic forces that generated the Philippine Revolution of 1896—the revolution which smashed Spanish colonialism throughout the archipelago.

Andres Bonifacio was the disciplined revolutionary activist who sought and found in revolution the only process that could give full expression to the national and social aspirations of our people which had so long been suppressed by a foreign power prettified by the soft and evasive terms of liberal reformers.

Andres Bonifacio was the uncompromising leader who was not only inspired by the cogitations and formulations of the Propaganda Movement, but was also ready to act in concert with his people in armed struggle against tyranny the moment peaceful and legal struggle reached the white wall of futility.

Thus, Andres Bonifacio today stands as a model of revolutionary militancy among the Filipino youth and among the advocates of national democracy. His revolutionary courage is a beacon to us all. If Kabataang Makabayan succeeds in its patriotic mission, one important requirement it shall have met is to be imbued with the revolutionary courage of Andres Bonifacio, the courage that gives life and force to the principles that we now uphold in this epoch.

We recall the memory of Andres Bonifacio not only because we happen to meet on this day but more because we understand his continuing historical relevance to our present situation. We perceive the leading role of his class in this epoch during which our national efforts at basic industrialization and overthrowing feudalism are constantly frustrated by US imperialism and its local reactionary allies.

We remember that, after the death of Bonifacio, the revolutionary initiative of the peasants and the workers in the Katipunan and the anticolonial struggle in general was undermined and debilitated by the liberal compromises made by the ilustrado leadership. The compromises came one after the other: the Pact of Biak-na-Bato, Aguinaldo’s trust in Yankee confidence-men in Hong Kong, the bourgeois-landlord upper hand in the Malolos Congress, and the ultimate surrender of the ilustrados and collaboration with the US imperialist regime.

Though we are aggrieved by the fact that the Philippine Revolution has been interrupted and that US imperialism has grabbed the triumph of revolution from our hands, we must take a scientific view of our national history. We recognize such objective historical conditions as that no matter how sharply anticolonial and anticlerical were the ilustrados they did not yet have the ability to comprehend fully modern imperialism; that the working class was still in the embryo stage of its development; that the peasants in the provinces were misled by the equivocating demagoguery of both native landlords and liberals; and that US imperialism was not only superior in industrial might but also well-versed in a liberal jargon which could easily deceive the newly-emergent Filipino bourgeoisie.

US imperialism came to the Philippines and succeeded in imposing its sovereignty upon our people by military violence and by liberal guile. Whereas our people were already capable of crushing Spanish colonialism within the archipelago, they were still incapable of crushing a new type of colonialism, the imperialism of the United States of America.

Dr. Jose Rizal himself in his essay, “The Philippines A Century Hence,” had predicted that the United States of America would come to conquer us. It was a necessity for a capitalist system, reaching its final stage of development—monopoly capital—to seek colonies for its sources of raw materials and a dumping ground for surplus products and surplus capital and to pass on to other peoples the exploitation and disequilibrium that would otherwise be suffered by its own people alone.

Rizal saw the United States of America as a covetous and expansionist power, no different from Great Britain, Germany, France, Czarist Russia and Japan.

It was out to rob the world, especially the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America. A newly-risen imperialist power with its ultra-national capitalist objectives, the United States would be determined to take over the colonial possessions of a decrepit Spanish power in Latin America, in the Pacific and in the Philippines.

The Philippines was especially important to the imperialist planners of the United States as it could very well serve as the staging area for the US venture to participate with the other Western powers in the despoliation of China. Until now, the Philippines serves as a staging area for US imperialism to attack and subvert Southeast Asia and the rest of Asia.

By all means, therefore, as a matter of “manifest destiny,” the United States would beguile the credulous Emilio Aguinaldo in a maneuver to capture Manila and arrange the Treaty of Paris whereby Spanish colonialism ceded the Philippines to US imperialism upon the payment of US$20 million. This provoked the Filipino people into a war where 250,000 Filipino lives were snuffed out as the cost of trusting imperialism.

US imperialism is deceptive and violent. The violence it unleashed against our people was justified in terms of Christianity and democracy. US imperialism wanted to “Christianize” the Philippines after 350 years of Spanish clerical rule and to teach us “democracy” even after it had crushed the national democratic movement which was tested in the fire of the revolution of 1896 and bore the first Philippine republic.

After suppressing the first Philippine Republic through the most brutal military operations, the US government started to employ semantical cover for its scheme of domination and put up such hypocritical slogans as “benevolent assimilation” and “education for self-government” to justify its unwanted presence. During a full decade of the most damnable suppression of any public expression of nationalism and bribery of the native bourgeoisie, US imperialism started to glamorize certain political figures as “nationalists.” These were the nationalists who compromised and accepted the US-imposed limitation that they go to Washington and beg for Philippine independence. The Americans conveniently used these figures to prove their self-proclaimed benevolence and to steal the fire from the revolutionary anti-imperialists who preferred to take to the hills and prepare for a more meaningful struggle for national independence.

Until now, the Americans try to misrepresent Filipino nationalism. They would rather have what they call “positive” nationalism—a positive force in the “special relationship” between the Philippines and the United States. Compromise with US imperialism is what is called positive nationalism.

There is only one nationalism that we appreciate. It is that which refers to the national democratic revolution, the Philippine Revolution, whose main tasks now are the liquidation of imperialism and feudalism to achieve full national freedom and democratic reforms.

The Filipino nation has been formed through struggle against Spanish colonialism and, soon after, US imperialism. As US imperialism triumphed by brute force in the Filipino-American War, it must be vanquished by the resumption of the Philippine Revolution of 1896. There can be no genuine national democracy in the Philippines without US imperialism being done away with first.

Imperialist propaganda constantly attempts to impugn Filipino nationalism and communism together. The communist bogey has always been raised with the view of frightening our people. But, little do the reactionary propagandists realize that through their own efforts the people are getting to know that it is the imperialist strategy to destroy communists first to destroy the nationalists. In the strategic thinking of the US imperialists, which has been tested in their counterrevolutionary practices in Asia, Africa and Latin America, the most relentless anti-imperialists—whether communists or left-wing nationalists—must first be destroyed for any imperialist scheme of exploitation to succeed.

Thus, in the Philippines, we have seen the communists become the main target of massive attacks against civil liberties by the US colonial government in 1931, by the Japanese after their successful landing in 1942, and again by the US imperialists in their attempt after the Pacific War to recapture us. If we study closely the ratification of the Bell Trade Act and the Parity Amendment, we will discover that the communists had first to be harassed, imprisoned, assassinated and provoked before the bourgeois nationalist leaders in the Nacionalista Party and in the Democratic Alliance could be discouraged and would compromise.

What the US imperialists and their local cohorts, the compradors and big landlords, do not want to happen is the alliance of all anti-imperialists, as has often happened in Asian countries, with fatal effectiveness against imperialism.

With the continuing triumph of US imperialism in the Philippines and the stability of its control, it is the chief task of the Filipino youth to resume and complete the unfinished revolution under the banner of national democracy, to expose and oppose the national and social iniquities caused by US imperialism and its local reactionary allies.

If the Filipino youth should relent in this task, then their people shall continue to suffer the direct impositions of US imperialism as well as feudalism, which the former protects for its own selfish profit.

The youth today face two basic problems: US imperialism and feudalism. These two are the principal causes of poverty, unemployment, inadequate education, ill health, crime and immorality which afflict the entire nation and the youth. The youth do not only suffer with their people the iniquities of US imperialism and feudalism but are also the first ones to suffer them.

It is the task of the Filipino youth to study carefully the large confrontation of forces between US imperialism and feudalism on one side and national democracy on the other side. To know the nature of this contradiction of forces is to know the dynamism and internal motion of our semicolonial and semifeudal society.

For the youth to know so much is for them to act more effectively and cooperate more thoroughly on the side of progress in the historical process of change.

Kabataang Makabayan, in its historic role as the vanguard organization of Filipino youth, should know the balance of forces between imperialism and feudalism on the one hand and national democracy on the other. On the side of US imperialism are the compradors and the big landlords. On the side of national democracy are the broad masses of our people, composed of the working class and the peasantry to which the vast majority of the Filipino youth today belong; the petty bourgeoisie, composed of small property-owners, students, intellectuals and professionals; and the national bourgeoisie, composed of Filipino entrepreneurs and traders.

From the present scheme of social classes, we can derive a new and powerful combination of youth—the students, young professionals, labor youth and the peasant youth. Above all, the Filipino youth should integrate themselves with the masses in order to achieve victory in the fight for national freedom and democracy.

Kabataang Makabayan, as the vanguard organization of the Filipino youth, should assist in the achievement of an invincible unity of all national classes and forces to push further the struggle for national and social liberation in all fields—economic, political, cultural, military—against the leading enemy, US imperialism, and against the persistent and pervasive main enemy, landlordism. Both have frustrated the national democratic aspirations of the Philippine Revolution of 1896 and have made the suffering and exploitation of our people more complex and more severe.

This generation of Filipino youth is lucky to be at this point in history when US imperialism is fast weakening at all significant levels of conflict: that between capitalism and socialism; that between the capitalist class and the working class; and that between imperialism and national independence movements in Asia, Africa and Latin America.

Even as the Philippines today is the scene of frantic US imperialist readjustment and it appears that US imperialism would succeed in controlling the country more thoroughly by destroying our national industrial base and by shifting it back to a plantation economy dominated by the US agro-corporations, the Filipino youth would find it easier than they expect to overthrow US imperialism provided they are inspired and guided by the new national democratic objectives of the Philippine Revolution.

The October 2 demonstration against US imperialism in front of the US embassy and Malacañang Palace, whose participants and sympathizers Kabataang Makabayan should now consolidate, has already manifested the rising wave of national democracy among our people. Such a mass action has shown to us the changing balance of forces in our country.

The objective national and worldwide conditions favor a national democratic movement of the Filipino youth. It is high time for the Filipino youth to raise and carry forward the red banner of Andres Bonifacio and the Katipunan, with the new emblem of the worker-peasant alliance.

Philippine Involvement in the Vietnam War

Speech delivered before the 19th National Assembly of the Student Councils Association of the Philippines (SCAP) at the YMCA Youth Forum Hall, December 19, 1965
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More and more Filipino students are becoming committed to national democracy. A new collective image of the Filipino student is fast rising. It is an image that is militantly patriotic and anti-imperialist, of one who is no longer isolated and apathetic in his narrow self-seeking careerism or of one who is no longer carried away by the trifles, frivolities and diversions that US imperialist culture provides to subvert our national purposes and objectives.

As the national chairman of the Kabataang Makabayan, I have had the good fortune of observing closely the objective development of the national-democratic movement among the youth in general. I have also observed that, among the various sectors of the Filipino youth, the students have had the signal achievement of being the first to speak out boldly on the Vietnam crisis in a manner different from our so-called high statesmen who have long sold their souls in compromises with the large vested interests, chief and most strategic of which are those of US imperialism.

In a historic manifesto entitled, “Peace Manifesto on South Vietnam,” signed on August 11, 1964, student leaders—all of whom are members and high-ranking officials of the Student Councils Association of the Philippines (SCAP) documented their basic views and commitments on the Vietnam crisis in the following terms:

“We, students of various colleges and schools in the Philippines, condemn the clear attempt of the United States to provoke an international war in Asia, involve the Filipino youth in another futile war of US imperialist expansion as in South Korea, contravene our fundamental law which renounces war, and moreover, endanger the lives and homes of our people who themselves have more than enough problems of their own due to colonialism and imperialism.

“We know for a fact that the United States, in taking over what the French left in South Vietnam after Dien Bien Phu, has been in direct violation of the Geneva Agreements which prohibit foreign intervention. The bogey of Communism has been raised only to justify the suppression of the South Vietnamese peasantry and strengthen US imperialism through the successive “free world” dictatorships of Ngo Dinh Diem and Nguyen Khanh and the brutal use of strategic hamlets (barbed wire enclosures), noxious chemicals and other forms of ‘special warfare.’ We know for a fact that the South Vietnamese movement now bravely opposing the full power of the United States is neutralist and nationalistic in policy and would have none of imperialism.

“Now, as if it were not satisfied with the senseless killing and oppression of the South Vietnamese peasants, the United States is trying to provoke a northward war against the Democratic Republic of North Vietnam.

“We condemn both the basic act of US intervention in Indochina and the heightened provocation against a people wanting to live peacefully within their own territories. We hereby affirm the principles of national freedom and peace to which we are deeply committed in the Manila and Bandung Declarations and the UN Charter. The US has always been flagrantly too far out from its own national territory.

“We see clearly that our military treaties and commitments with the United States negate our constitutional process and would be the very cause of our doom if a general nuclear conflagration breaks out in Asia. And, death shall not be our only share but also shame — shame for allowing the military bases of the United States in the Philippines to be the staging grounds for attacks against our Asian brothers.”

As militant student leaders, the signers of this document were not satisfied only with signing it but they acted together to picket in protest before the fortress-like US Embassy, symbol of alien exploitation in our country.

This patriotic action of the students in 1964, no matter how small and modest, was demonstrative of a great spirit that has since materialized into bigger and broader mass actions as those of January 25 and June 18 of this year. The students have proven once more to be capable of initiating movements that bring away their people from the spell of imperialist domination.

On the basis of that student manifesto, there is adequate reason to believe that a good number of us know well the facts and implications of the Vietnam crisis, especially as they affect us today.

But in order to set the record straight and remove the confusion that US imperialist propaganda is constantly making, let us once more review certain basic facts about Vietnam and the US imperialist intervention there.

The Vietnamese people immediately accomplished their August Revolution, founded the Democratic Republic of Vietnam on September 2, 1945, and asserted their sovereignty in both North and South Vietnam. Nevertheless, only a few months after the proclamation of independence, in line with the secret agreements at the Potsdam Conference, Jiang Gaishek’s troops—supported and encouraged by the United States—entered North Vietnam while British troops advanced into South Vietnam. These two invasions paved the way for the return of the French colonialists. The direct arm of US imperialist intervention—the Guomindang troops—was driven out in 1946, but the French colonialists were able to encroach upon the territory of Vietnam, North and South. They subsequently provoked the outbreak of the French-Vietnamese war on December 19, 1946.

The United States promptly took a direct part in the anti-Vietnamese aggression by sanctioning the French military plans, shouldering a great part of the war expenditures, and setting up in Saigon a military mission, the Military Aid Advisory Group (MAAG—the Vietnam version of our JUSMAG).

Even when the French were already facing defeat at Dien Bien Phu, the US interventionists took massive efforts to protract the war and assume the initiative. Together with the French advocates of attritive war, they mapped out the “Vautour Plan” for massive bombing of the northern part of Vietnam in order to extricate the French from certain defeat at Dien Bien Phu. Despite such joint US-French efforts and despite US military support amounting to US$2.6 billion, hundreds of thousands of tons of armaments and 200 military advisers to help destroy Vietnamese aspirations for independence and national democracy, the vigorous struggle of the Vietnamese people had already sealed the fate of the elite 200,000 troops of French colonialism at Dien Bien Phu on May 7, 1954, and thereby shifted decisively the balance of war in favor of the Vietnamese people. On May 8, 1954, the Geneva Conference on Indochina held its opening session.

Despite the attempts of the United States to sabotage and frustrate it, the Conference was successful and was determined in the main by the Dien Bien Phu victory. At the closing session on July 21, 1954, the US government representative was compelled to issue a declaration respecting the Geneva Agreements.

Let us refer to two important provisions of the Geneva Agreements:

First, on the Partition of Vietnam. The state of Vietnam would be partitioned into two approximately equal areas by a demarcation line near the 17th parallel, the northern part (including the ports of Hanoi and Haiphong) passing under the control of the Vietnamese government and the southern part remaining under the control of the Bao Dai government.

Second, on Vietnam Elections. Elections would be held simultaneously in both parts of Vietnam by July 20, 1956, with the aim of establishing a unified government. They would be organized after consultation between the Vietminh and Bao Dai governments, and carried out under the supervision of an International Supervisory Commission consisting of India, Canada and Poland.

According to the Geneva Agreements, Vietnam was temporarily to be divided into two zones for purposes of eliminating the state of war, mainly for the French Expeditionary Corps withdrawing into South Vietnam, and withdrawing thereafter to France as it did. And on July 20, 1956, elections were to be held to elect a single government unifying the temporary governments in the North and the South under the one state that had been proclaimed and had come into being on September 2, 1946.

Before the ink had dried on the Geneva Agreements, the US government engineered the Manila Pact, organized the SEATO and brazenly, in violation of the Geneva Agreements, placed South Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia in the so-called “protocol area” of the bloc, which was equivalent to placing South Vietnam under the command of the United States.

True enough, Ngo Dinh Diem, who had been brought back into Saigon by the US government from New York, and who acted beyond doubt in his capacity as Prime Minister to Emperor Bao Dai as a puppet of US imperialism, consolidated his position with the US Military Aid Advisory Group and the CIA (particularly the Michigan State University group led by Wesley Fischel), giving the necessary fire power and money to back him up. Soon enough he deposed the French-backed Emperor Bao Dai by coup d’etat.

In violation of the Geneva Agreements, particularly its provision requiring elections on July 20, 1956, to elect a single government for the entire Vietnam, the United States—through its puppet Ngo Dinh Diem who could not rule for a single day without military support from the MAAG and the CIA—decided to establish South Vietnam as an “independent” state and put up the Ngo Dinh Diem government as the government of the state.

On July 16, 1955, the bogus state of South Vietna—militarily supported by the US government—announced its opposition to the holding of a plebiscite on July 20, 1956.

The installment of Ngo Dinh Diem and his corrupt family did not mean the ascendancy of democracy in South Vietnam, but it only meant the replacement of the effective power of French colonialism with that of US imperialism. It meant the suppression of national democracy in one-half of Vietnam by US imperialist global power.

As the student manifesto we have just reviewed would reveal, I presume that you know much of the barbarism that has been conducted by US imperialism by misusing such slogans as “defense of democracy,” “free world,” and so on and so forth. The non-communist Bertrand Russell can always provide us with an authentic picture of the series of US imperialist atrocities in Vietnam, such as those committed under the Staley-Taylor Plan, the McNamara Plan and the W.W. Rostow Plan Six, if you care to read the Progressive Review.

To provide you with relief from the overdose of slanted reports made through the USIS, UPI, AP, VOA, Time and Newsweek, I wish to refer you to the Philippine Committee for Freedom in South Vietnam for more facts.

At this juncture, let us round out two basic facts. First, US intervention in Vietnam dates back as early as that time it tried to help the French colonialists suppress the Vietnamese government under Ho Chi Minh. Second, the United States government broke the Geneva Agreements by encouraging and militarily supporting the unlamented Ngo Dinh Diem to seize power in complete disregard of the provisions governing the nationwide free general elections of July 20, 1956 to reunify the entire Vietnam.

It is necessary to keep these facts in mind to fortify our just position that the Philippines cannot involve itself in the Vietnam crisis simply because the United States has embroiled itself there on its own account. The United States embroiled itself there in order not only to cheat the Vietnamese people but also to cheat its fellow capitalist nation, France, and gain South Vietnam for its own imperialist interests. What is extremely lamentable is that US imperialism, in the wake of its selfish expansion in Asia after World War II, has deprived the Vietnamese people in South Vietnam of the basic right to national self-determination.

The US government, in flaunting this basic right, has illogically described the North Vietnamese as the aggressors in South Vietnam despite the fact that the South Vietnam National Liberation Front, which came into being only in 1960 in the heart of South Vietnam, has always maintained its own patriotic and neutralist policies independent of North Vietnam. If one were simply to recall that there was once only one Vietnam undivided by US imperialism, how can one say that the North Vietnamese are aggressors even if we were to assume that they actually give moral and material support to their brothers in the South? Who are the US interventionists, who come from more than 7,000 miles away, to tell the North Vietnamese that they are aggressors within that single state of Vietnam recognized by the Geneva Agreements? Who are these US interventionists to say that they are for Vietnamese freedom when they impose one puppet-dictator after another on the South Vietnamese and move in hundreds of thousands of US troops and drop hundreds of thousands of tons of bombs and deadly chemicals on the Vietnamese people of both South and North? Despite the ever-increasing military expenditures that the US government is now shouldering in the Vietnam War, all the huge American manpower, all the modern weapons used against the South Vietnam National Liberation Front and all the 600,000 US-paid South Vietnamese mercenaries, the South Vietnamese people ceaselessly fight US imperialism without any fear and they increase their number as well as their territory, which is now more than four-fifths of South Vietnam.

The South Vietnamese men, women and even children are resisting the intensified conscription, and the reserves of the reactionary government are already admittedly exhausted. Thus, the American youth themselves are now being marched to their death in Vietnam by the hundreds of thousands. If the US imperialists cannot even motivate their mercenaries to fight and their conscription efforts are resisted by the South Vietnamese themselves, why should they expect other countries, such as the Philippines, to intervene with them? The United States cannot even maneuver the SEATO wholly to “protect” South Vietnam, as its supposed protocol area. Certainly, within the SEATO, there is no communist to blame. The bankruptcy and isolation of the US position is becoming evident even among its fellow capitalist nations.

Within the United States itself, students like you are now becoming a force to be considered seriously by the military-industrial complex and the government policy-makers. More and more American students are resisting the government policy of aggression and escalation in Vietnam. They burn their draft cards, they hold teach-ins, they demonstrate and engage in many kinds of mass actions in protest against US intervention in South Vietnam.

The American students are now patriotically and heroically opposing the Hitlerite policies of the ruling monopoly-capitalist class which are bound to waste their lives and energies in wars of imperialist aggression.

Philippine intervention in the Vietnam crisis is inconceivable under the present circumstances without being directly related to US intervention. Thus, the prior discussion on US intervention.

US intervention in Vietnam has been facilitated from the very beginning by the jump-off bases, such as its military bases in the Philippines. It is well-known that these US military bases are being used as launching grounds against the Asian peoples. The people of Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia have felt too often the dangers coming from the direction of these US military bases and they have actually suffered attacks from Philippine-based US military crafts.

Through the SEATO, the US government has made the Philippine government an accomplice in its intervention in and rape of Vietnam. The SEATO has been internationally recognized as the imperialist weapon which made a mockery of the Geneva Agreements.

Ramon Magsaysay was also acting as an agent of US imperialism when in 1955 he extended recognition to South Vietnam as an independent state notwithstanding the Geneva Agreements.

The late Senator Claro M. Recto, as early as 1955, exposed the foolhardiness and puppetry in the policy of Magsaysay to recognize the bogus state of South Vietnam and to risk deeper Philippine involvement in the US policy of intervention in the affairs of the Vietnamese people. Filipino technical men, engineers, nurses, pilots and outright military personnel and so-called social workers have been used by CIA-operated firms in Vietnam as instruments for the US imperialist subversion of South Vietnam.

Now that the US imperialists have a difficult time getting more mercenaries for their projects, especially their last desperate efforts to control South Vietnam, they have resorted to ordering the Philippine government to provide “2,000 Filipino technical men with combat support” to work under the US imperialist command in South Vietnam at the cost of PhP35 million for this year alone, with the Filipino people paying the bill.

You remember that our Congress appropriated PhP1 million for medical aid to the Saigon government in 1964. In the following year, PhP25 million was being demanded for an engineering battalion and combatants to be sent to the battlefronts. This year, the escalation continues and we are being asked to contribute PhP35 million to the US war effort. At the rate the Philippine government is involving itself, it will certainly abuse the Filipino people increasingly while it helps US imperialism destroy the freedom and welfare of a brother Asian people.

The puppet government of South Korea started to commit 3,000 combatants to the Vietnam War; now it has more than 18,000 men in active combat duty there. The US government used to spend only PhP2 million a day in the war; now it is spending US$20 million a day—with no effect but continued defeat.

These various forms of Philippine intervention under US direction in Vietnamese affairs mock our own independence as they try to subvert the sovereignty of a brother Asian nation.

These, however, have received their corresponding rebukes from the various sectors of the population, especially the patriotic students and youth led by the Kabataang Makabayan.

As the US imperialists continue to use our military bases to commit aggression and expand their sphere of influence, then these US military bases should be removed or taken over by the Filipino people.

The SEATO has always been used to advance US imperialist interests but it cannot be used now for such a purpose in South Vietnam because of inter-imperialist contradictions between France and the United States. Pakistan, too, has found out that it is against her self-interest to help in US imperialist adventures while the United States supports India, not a SEATO member, against Pakistan, a SEATO member. It is a matter of national interest, dignity and sanity to withdraw from the SEATO.

As the US imperialists continue to hire and use our professionals, technical men and military men, let us remind our own countrymen how injudiciously an alien power is depriving us of the forces and funds badly needed by our own people in our own national crisis.

In response to the continued attempts of US imperialism to deepen Philippine involvement in the Vietnam crisis, let me reiterate the position of Kabataang Makabayan which was stated on the occasion of that memorable demonstration of June 18 attended by 10,000 men and women against US intervention in South Vietnam and Philippine involvement on the side of US imperialism.

We vigorously condemn US intervention in South Vietnam which began in 1954 after the French defeat at Dien Bien Phu. We abhor the barbarous use of strategic hamlets (concentration camps), lethal gas, napalm bombs, genocide and mass torture and other forms of “special warfare” against the South Vietnamese people. We hereby declare to our people the hypocrisy of US propaganda that dishes out such slogans as “democracy” and “free world” only to suppress the democratic and libertarian aspirations of Afro-Asian peoples like the Vietnamese and establish the worst puppet dictatorships which depend for their existence on imperialist military support.

We consider it unconstitutional, criminal and immoral for Filipino citizens to be involved in one way or another in the war efforts of US imperialism against the South Vietnamese people; and there is no valid reason for declaring war, in accordance with the Philippine Constitution, against the South Vietnamese people, the vast majority of whom, two-thirds, have successfully freed themselves from the Saigon puppet government maintained by US imperialism. If the South Vietnamese people are at war with any foreign nation, it is basically with the United States whose insatiable greed and violence are victimizing people everywhere. Otherwise, a state of civil war in South Vietnam must be respected by all other nations.

We condemn with all our strength the reactionary and imperialist scheme of making the Filipino youth die and suffer injury in foreign battlefields in the ignoble service of US imperialism. We refuse to be mercenaries of a foreign power which deprives and oppresses our own people. We refuse the imposition of war upon the youth for the sake of imperialist interests. The efforts of the Filipino youth must be directed towards building up a national democracy that is free from US imperialism and from those iniquitous encumbrances exposed by the January 25 demonstration—such as the Parity Amendment, the Laurel-Langley Agreement, the Quirino-Foster Agreement, the US-RP Military Bases Agreement, the Military Assistance Pact, the Mutual Defense Pact, SEATO, the Peace Corps and countless other agreements and devices—which stifle and destroy our freedom as a nation. We condemn the waste of precious and limited resources, such as the Ph₱35 million appropriated by the House of Representatives for the sake of advancing the material and expansionist interests of US imperialism. These resources must be used for improving our socioeconomic condition, for employing our unemployed youth in productive endeavors and for paying adequately those employees in the government who do not even receive their salaries on time and who are often victimized by layoffs and insecurity.

To contribute anything to the US war effort in any form is criminal, whether that contribution be called combat aid, economic aid, technical aid or medical aid. Anything that contributes to the military aggression is military in character; the distinction can only be semantic and not substantial. We condemn those who advocate sending combat aid and also those who advocate “technical and economic” aid. We know very well that the US government has been step by step aggravating Philippine involvement in the South Vietnam War. Before, it was an appropriation of Ph₱1.0 million for “civic action” and “non-military” aid; now, the stupendous amount of Ph₱35 million is being appropriated, with the military intent more and more evident and demanded by the reactionary politicians and military officials. US policymakers and propagandists, as a matter of fact, have long announced to the entire world that the Philippines has always been a willing instrument in the US imperialist war in South Vietnam.

In opposing the involvement of the Philippines in the Vietnam War, we, the Kabataang Makabayan, are motivated by the deepest patriotic concern for the welfare and dignity of our people, for the future of the Filipino youth, and for our fraternal bonds with the South Vietnamese youth who must liberate themselves from foreign tyranny.

In conclusion, let us tell the imperialists that if ever the Filipino youth have the opportunity of their own to fight on the side of the Vietnamese people against them, they shall gladly do so as they recall the same brutalities that the same US imperialist power inflicted upon the Filipino people in the Filipino-American War of 1899-1902 and as they still suffer from the exploitative conditions determined and imposed upon them by US imperialism.

If we must fight for democracy, let us first fight for it in our own country against US imperialism which continues to subvert our nationhood, exploits our people and deprives us of the substance of democracy. Let us first free ourselves from US imperialist control formalized in such treaties and agreements as the Parity Amendment, the Revised Bell Trade Act, the US-RP Military Assistance Pact, the Quirino-Foster Agreement and others which make us economically, politically, culturally and militarily subservient to US monopoly capitalism.

Let us not be like the colonial conscript, Tano, or the self-seeking careerist, Basilio, in Dr. Jose Rizal’s El Filibusterismo, so low in sociopolitical consciousness that we can be carried away from the basic problems of our motherland, Sisa, and our own oppressed peasantry, Cabesang Tales. Let us not be carried away from our own land oppressed by US imperialism in overt and covert ways. Let us not kill our fellow youth and the peasants in Vietnam for the cause of US imperialism here and there.
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Youth on the March
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November 2, 1968
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A nation that does not continuously renew itself through progressive-minded and militant youth cannot possibly advance. A world of timid and apathetic youth will merely feed all the regimes of injustice and exploitation with a constant flow of manpower for exploited labor and cannon fodder for unjust wars. Even a revolutionary society, say, a socialist one, would stagnate and be thereafter corrupted if the process of renewal and of continuous revolution is neglected or deliberately held back.

It is in the very nature of the world and of history that while there are youth who question and fight the outdated order, striving to build a new system or reach a new stage of development in which they stand to gain.

The problem of succession through the youth is common to both reactionaries and revolutionaries. The reactionaries strive to preserve an educational and cultural system that molds the thinking and behavior patterns of the youth in a conservative way. The true revolutionaries work to make all parts of their superstructure correspond to the mode of existence of their society. Just as reactionaries zealously try to preserve a heritage of exploitation, the true revolutionaries look after their successors in the march towards greater social progress.

The youth are divisible into two conflicting sides of history, each side trying to influence the apathetic in the middle sections of the political spectrum. It is necessary to recognize that the youth, more than their elders, are more receptive to what is new and progressive.

This receptiveness is sharply seen in crises, when the old ruling classes and the old authorities no longer can rule the old way and resist change. As the crisis ripens, a youthful movement and leadership inevitably emerges with the new ideology, the new political program and the new course of action. No matter what social class ascends to replace the old ruling class, it relies on the ever expanding adherence of the youth to what is new and progressive. Even the youth in self-satisfied centers of learning in the Establishment raise the banner of change.

We are living today in a world of crises, marked by rapid emergence of the new and rabid resistance of the old. Never has the world been so shaken as now. The forces of socialism and national liberation are striking down the ramparts of imperialism and local reactionary power with global sweep. We are in the midst of radical choice.

We are in a world where old verities and old structures are the target of angry yet positive, critical but constructive, mass actions of the youth and the people.

“To rebel is justified!” is the battle cry of the youth of China. There the youth came to be known the world over as the Red Guards. Millions mobilized all over China and, because of our proximity to China, we could almost hear the sound of their marches. Supported by the masses, they brought down the bourgeois academic authorities (reactionary teachers and administrators) and demanded a change in the educational system. Again, together with the masses, the Red Guards gathered enough strength to topple down degenerate government and party officials taking the capitalist road.

Where but in their own schools did the Red Guards start their great proletarian cultural revolution? They saw their schools reflecting society incorrectly. They acted to rectify the irresponsiveness of schools and school authorities to the needs and demands of workers and peasants. At the University of Peking, the whole earth-shaking phenomenon called the great proletarian Cultural Revolution started with big posters denouncing the highly-placed miscreants.

From the confines of academic walls, the youth took to the streets to muster support from the masses of the people. Soon, because of the relationship between school and society, the masses saw the point of the Red Guards. The Chinese youth became, in the May 4th Movement, a vanguard force of enlightenment, arousing not only their own new generation but the broad masses of the people. They could have been easily pushed back by the reactionaries but for the overwhelming support of the masses who themselves fully participated in the most extensive democracy and mass learning ever witnessed by mankind.

What the Red Guards did in China also transpired in France, United States, West Germany, Italy, Brazil, Uruguay, and Mexico. The youth form a progressive force and subsequently strive to merge with the masses on the basis of basic popular demands against US imperialism and the various stripes of local reactionaries.

The seizure of entire universities as Columbia University, the Sorbonne and many others in Latin America and Western Europe is similar to the seizure of Chinese universities by the Chinese youth.

In France, the youth seized the university and then took the streets in the Latin Quarter. All this was followed by something more extensive and more profound as the general strike of French workers and farmers which still haunts De Gaulle’s regime. A few tens of thousands of youth started what subsequently embraced more than ten millions workers and farmers, frightening the reactionaries and compelling them to unleash the violence of the state. The French youth became truly strong politically with the support given them by the masses of workers and farmers.

Let us compare the progressive actions of militant youth with those much ballyhooed in the Western press as exemplary models of youth rebellion.

In Eastern Europe, particularly in Czechoslovakia and Poland, the ultra-revisionist youth press for rapid liberalization, which means a faster return of capitalism and collaborative relation with the United States and West Germany.

In Asia, we are witness to youth movements which helped overthrow certain regimes, Syngman Rhee’s in South Korea and Sukarno’s in Indonesia. These youth actions differ radically from what transpired in China. In the former, the existing corrupt state was retained and the old problems of exploitation and bureaucratic corruption aggravated. The change was not actually made by the youth, together with the masses, but by the reactionary army which always tries to preserve the old state. In Korea, General Park Chung Hee merely took advantage of youth unrest against Syngman Rhee and seized power by coup d’etat over the heads of the masses. In Indonesia, the same thing happened with Generals Nasution and Suharto replacing Sukarno. The previous character of the state did not change.

Summarizing all these phenomena, we can state that the youth can be revolutionary only if supported by the masses in effecting a basic transformation of the state. Separated from the struggle of the masses, the youth only lead themselves into spasms of anarchy, a situation easily taken advantage of by reactionary army officers and other kinds of palace revolutionists.

It is worthwhile to differentiate revolutionary youth from counter-revolutionary youth. If there were youth attracted to the swastika of Hitler’s Jungen, there were also youth who joined partisan movements all over Europe, who fought fascism and triumphed in the end over the German war machine. If there are youth enlisted in the armed forces of the United States on missions of genocide in Vietnam, there are more American youth in the anti-imperialist, anti-war and anti-draft movement. There are also the rebellious black youth in the ghettos. The young hoodlums backstopped by the reactionary armies of Indonesia, South Korea and other client states of the US who go into rampages against progressives and democrats of their own countries, are counterpointed by the revolutionary youth who join the masses fighting against established system of exploitation and suppression.

We see the revolutionary courage and heroism of Vietnamese youth fighting American aggression in their country. The People’s Liberation Armed Forces of South Vietnam are youthful faces.

The Filipino youth have had their own share of revolutionary struggles against the Spanish colonialists, against the American imperialists, against the Japanese fascists. A revolutionary civil war has once occurred within the living memory of many of today’s youth; constantly threatening imperialists and landlords, it pins its hopes on the youth.

Youth is the best fighting age. This is not meant to exclude progressive adults from the ranks of revolutionaries: after all, no matter how old they may be, they are still young in spirit because of revolutionary experience and continuing revolutionary commitment.

Both old and young are subsumed by classes, drawn into the contention of classes and nations, with the young grasping earliest the new and progressive.

It is the youth in the tradition of the Philippine revolution, of Andres Bonifacio, Emilio Jacinto and Gregorio del Pilar we are most concerned with. They shed their blood on the battle field against foreign tyrants and their local minions. With the Philippines increasingly in crisis, we expect more youth to take the uncompromising road of revolt against social injustices. After a long lull in the countryside and in the cities, we can observe the stirrings of a resurgent national democratic movement in the womb of a misshapen semicolonial and semifeudal society. The youth of the city, especially students and young workers, are rising in dissent. Young peasants are goading their elders; the youth are astir in Cotabato, Negros, Quezon, Pampanga, in many places. The youth are the vanguard of national reawakening.

It is in this respect that Kabataang Makabayan, the national democratic youth organization with the most profoundly articulate program and the most widespread membership in the Philippines today, has called itself the Second Propaganda Movement, apart from the connotation and the denotation that it is striving to solve old problems. It is a movement that prepares public opinion for the advance and triumph of working people under the radiant banner of proletarian leadership. It seeks to arouse and mobilize the masses towards the achievement of a national democracy that is new and progressive within the context of the most radical advances made by mankind and the working class. It seeks to project the ideological and political principles that can provide scientific direction to social revolution.

With Kabataang Makabayan in the vanguard, the Filipino youth are striving for progress and social justice. They have demonstrated a militancy comparable to the youth of other lands and those in previous stages of our national history. They have manifested a profound understanding of basic problems and of the day’s issues.

With Kabataang Makabayan in the vanguard, there have been demonstrations of such depth and magnitude never before witnessed, protesting iniquities in our social and political system. There have been demonstrations spearheaded by KM on the murder of Filipinos in US military bases, the Parity Amendment and the Laurel-Langley Agreement, the Vietnam war, the Retail Trade Nationalization Law and many others.

The historic actions of October 23 and 24 of 1966 are still fresh in the minds of the youth; these exposed the Manila Summit and caught the US President and a big complement of Asian puppets together. There have been workers’, students’ and teachers’ strikes participated in by Kabataang Makabayan. All the time the character of the bourgeois state is displayed before the unarmed protestants.

In schools all over the country, especially in the University of the Philippines, there is a growing ferment manifested often by student action. In the working class movement, the young workers are re-assuming leadership. In the countryside, the youth are more articulate and critical of the old problem of feudalism than the officials of the barrio council and community development projects of the reactionaries.

Alone, demonstrations, speeches and leaflets cannot bring about the fundamental change of basic governmental policies but they certainly arouse the masses and even goad certain sections of the urban petty bourgeoisie and the national bourgeoisie to question the basic tenets of the neocolonial regime. They also discourage blatant abuses by the reactionaries.

Whatever its detractors say, the Kabataang Makabayan on the basis of present objective conditions has become a milestone in the long march of national democratic revolution. Is there any Philippine youth organization now, comparable in strength and achievement in the national democratic movement? The KM has made certain achievements that can no longer be disregarded by history. Prof. Teodoro A. Agoncillo has taken note of these in his History of the Filipino People. Its merits lie not only in its acts of democratic protest, in militating the people, but also in its more quiet acts of spreading the tenets of national democracy in urban and rural areas.

A whole range of challenges to the Filipino youth are contained in the national democratic program of action of the Kabataang Makabayan. This program defines the conditions and tasks of the Filipino youth. As we protest, we affirm the direction we are taking.

In the political field, we want to arouse and mobilize the Filipino youth as a powerful coordinate of the masses led by the working class in the great movement to realize the national democratic revolution. We are committed to assisting the development of a powerful mass movement and a working class leadership that can transform the character of the present state and rid ourselves of the malignant rule of the comprador bourgeoisie, the landlords and the corrupt government officials.

In the economic field, we seek national industrialization independent of the foreign monopolies on the basis of an agrarian revolution that liberates the peasants from feudal and semifeudal oppression. We envision a just and prosperous society that is made possible only by the most intense and most effective political struggles of workers and peasants. We do not seek crumbs from the well-laden table of the almighty few but we seek general economic conditions that will not foster class exploitation.

In the cultural field, we demand the national democratic reorientation of our educational system, mass media and other parts of the social superstructure. We reject the colonial-feudal and bourgeois-imperialist culture that restrain the advance of the exploited masses and all other progressive sectors of the population. At a time when the youth are corrupted by a backward and decadent culture, we urge the rising Filipino youth, a fresh force, to overthrow such regressive and anti-popular culture and make possible a new and progressive one responsive to the aspirations of the nation and the masses.

In the field of social welfare and mass work, we seek the improvement of the working and living conditions of the masses of workers, peasants, fishermen and all semi-proletariat. The youth must help them develop the political strength that can guarantee whatever economic gains have been made. They must take the mass line, that is, rouse them on the basis of their own concrete demands and rely on their massive efforts to contend with the exploiters. They must help heighten the political consciousness of the masses in the course of participating in their economic struggle.

In the field of national security, we demand the abolition of the country’s dependence on foreign military bases and dictation. We base our concept of national security on the sovereign democratic powers of the masses. If the masses can succeed in freeing themselves from US imperialist control and from their local exploiters, it will be impossible for another foreign power to subject them to another successful aggression. The mythical possibility of another foreign aggression is no justification for the reality of a perpetuated aggression against the nation and the masses by US imperialism and local exploiting classes. Our well-entrenched enemy keeps saying our friends are our enemies in order to present himself as our friend.

In the field of foreign policy, we seek an independent diplomacy and trade, a broadening of the present state of our foreign relations and a rejection of the stultifying “special relations” with the US government, US imperialism has so much control over our national life that the simpletons and deliberate liars in our midst keep spreading that we rally merely on foreign policy issues when the fact is that there are perfectly domestic issues even as a foreign power is the target of our opposition. That is because such a foreign power is well-entrenched in our politics, economy, culture and security system; this is all-round domination by the imperialists on the basis of the semifeudal debility of the country.

The tasks of the national democratic movement, the entire Filipino youth, and the Kabataang Makabayan are clear. In schools, farms, factories and communities, new cells of change are multiplying before the sweep of the Second Propaganda Movement.

The unfulfilled aspirations of the nation and the masses throb in the hearts and minds of the young. This generation strives to recoup the failures of the past and girds for the triumphs of the future. As the progressive youth movement and the Kabataang Makabayan struggle for fundamental changes, they will be defamed by the overt and covert enemies of national democracy but they will triumph in the end.

Only through militant struggle can the best in youth shall emerge. Only through the struggle can become more evident the constant replenishment of the fighting forces by the ceaseless flow of new blood.
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Message to Samahang Demokratiko ng Kabataan

Delivered at the First National Congress of Samahang Demokratiko ng Kabataan, ALEC Hall, University of the Philippines, Quezon City

January 30-31, 1971
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I am happy to convey revolutionary greetings to Samahang Demokratiko ng Kabataan (SDK) on its First National Congress.

SDK in the national democratic struggle

Samahang Demokratiko ng Kabataan reaps today overwhelming applause for its achievements, including its sacrifices, in the struggle for national democracy. Everyone recognizes this militant youth organization to have won a place in the vanguard of this struggle.

This congress of activists sums up a set of achievements garnered by dint of hard work, relentless militance and genuine concern for the people’s democratic interests. It also sets forth new fighting tasks fittingly under the great red banner of the national democratic cultural revolution of a new type.

It is exceedingly urgent for the youth to further awaken the broad masses of the people for fiercer struggles against US imperialism, feudalism and bureaucrat capitalism. Samahang Demokratiko ng Kabataan has splendidly and successfully performed propaganda work and now consolidates itself to perform it even more splendidly and successfully.

In this time of grave crisis, Samahang Demokratiko ng Kabataan stands out as a model of revolutionary militance and courage that all patriotic youth can emulate. It is neither cowed by repeated acts and threats of counter-revolutionary violence (including the formal declaration of martial law) nor deceived by the perverse counter-revolutionary lines of the Lava revisionist renegades and the clerico-fascist that to fight even more fiercely for the people’s democratic interests is to become responsible for the evil deed of the enemy.

Samahang Demokratiko ng Kabataan has aptly chosen to hold its first national congress on January 30 and 31, days that recall events of profound significance—an unprecedentedly powerful mass action and the heroic martyrdom of fellow activists. This congress constitutes an act of revolutionary vengeance and therefore adds significance to these days that we commemorate. It prepares the way for a more determined revolutionary struggle against those who aggravate the daily violence of exploitation and oppression with violence on those who protest.

I am proud to have been closely associated with SDK activists who now persist in revolutionary struggle. I am proud of the intimacy and unity of Samahang Demokratiko ng Kabataan and Kabataang Makabayan. Together these fraternal organizations have successfully fanned the flames of the Philippine revolution.

Long live Samahang Demokratiko ng Kabataan!

Raise the great red banner of the national democratic cultural revolution!

Long live the Filipino youth!

Down with US imperialism, feudalism and bureaucrat capitalism!

Down with the oligarchs led by the Marcos fascist puppet clique!

Long live the Filipino people!

––––––––
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Message to League of Editors for a Democratic Society

Delivered at the First National Congress of League of Editors for a Democratic Society (LEADS), ALEC Hall, University of the Philippines, Quezon City,  March 26-28, 1971
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Campus journalism in the revolution

In commemorating the heroic struggle of January 26 and 30, 1970, it is important to recognize the role played by campus newspapers in calling on the student masses to rise for national democracy against US imperialism, feudalism and bureaucrat capitalism.

The mass actions of January 26 and 30 were in themselves clear expression of the national democratic aspirations of the people. The public speeches, teach-ins, protest classes, songs, chants, wall posters, leaflets, placards and even the deeds of physically resisting the fascist brutes were important means of disseminating the principles of the national democratic revolution. But never should we miss the profound and sustained propagation of the struggle for national democracy by campus newspapers before, during and after the events of January 26 and 30.

In what has unfolded as a cultural revolution or the Second Propaganda Movement, campus journalism can play a leading role in clarifying the basic issues of the struggle and in arousing and organizing great masses of students for revolutionary struggle. The students can in turn relay the message of revolution to the broad masses of the people outside of campus walls throughout the country.

Newspapers edited and run by students have always contributed immensely to the advance of national democratic revolution throughout the world. Examine our national history and discover those newspapers which synthesized the problems and proposed revolutionary solutions of the time. Recall the Kalayaan, the revolutionary organ of the Katipunan. It was edited by the student revolutionary, Emilio Jacinto. In the new type of democratic revolution, the fighting spirit of this editor and student pervades the ranks of campus journalists.

To recognize the important role played by campus journalism in the making of January 26 and 30 and also in the making of other revolutionary events past and contemporary is to recognize the correctness and necessity of sharpening the pen as an important weapon in all forthcoming battles against reaction and in the entire process of revolution.

Tasks of LEADS

The League of Editors for a Democratic Society can be regarded as a consolidation of contemporary journalistic efforts in Philippine campuses against US imperialism, feudalism and bureaucrat capitalism. Its formation means the sharpening of a revolutionary weapon in the service of the people, especially the toiling masses of workers and peasants.

The league can help greatly in propagating the struggle for national democracy. It can combat the counter-revolutionary slander and distortions made by the reactionary press which is in fact partisan to the interests of the imperialists, big compradors, landlords and bureaucrat capitalists. There is no such thing as a “free and impartial” newspaper in the life-and-death struggle between the forces of revolution and the forces of reaction. Publishers, advertisers and editors have definite policies. It is hypocrisy on the part of reactionaries to claim that they forego their own class interests and present correctly the side of revolutionaries.

Revolutionaries must have their own newspapers to voice out the national and class interests of the oppressed and exploited. Revolutionary students should firmly hold the campus newspapers and use them to uphold and defend the interests of progressive students and teachers and also those of the broad masses of the people.

If all campus editors join up and fight for revolutionary orientation, their newspapers can certainly become a formidable force in the making of public opinion for revolution. These can become even more powerful than the reactionary metropolitan press. The combined circulation of all student newspapers in high schools and colleges can beat the combined circulation of all metropolitan newspapers.

The circulation of Dawn or Advocate alone is far bigger than that of any such ultrareactionary big comprador newspapers as the Philippines Herald, Manila Daily Bulletin and Evening News per issue. I perceive that at the moment the combined circulation of campus newspapers under the leadership of the League of Editors for a Democratic Society surpasses the combined circulation per issue of the Manila Times and the Manila Chronicle.

The practice of the League of Editors for a Democratic Society in publishing pooled editorials and articles in campus newspapers is excellent. This is an effective method of promoting the struggle for national democracy. It can rapidly develop unity of ideology and political purpose. It can help build up the revolutionary role of the student masses and also the teachers in the struggle for national democracy.

We wish the League of Editors for a Democratic Society all success in its militant endeavor to push forward the struggle for national democracy. Together with the student masses and the teachers, the member-editors of the league should steadfastly fight for national freedom and democracy inside and outside of the campuses. The campus newspaper must be used as an important link among all students in the revolutionary movement.

Campus journalist, unite for the revolutionary cause!

Pierce the enemies of national democracy with your pens!

Long live the League of Editors for a Democratic Society!

––––––––
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Message to the Third National Congress

of Kabataang Makabayan

Delivered at the Third National Congress of Kabataang Makabayan, Abelardo Hall, University of the Philippines, Quezon City, December 12-13, 1971
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All out patriotic countrymen welcome with utmost enthusiasm the Third National Congress of Kabataang Makabayan. Since its founding on November 30, 1964, this militant organization of young men and women has consistently proven itself to be a staunch advocate and defender of the people’s democratic interests in the course of great mass struggles.

Kabataang Makabayan and the revolution

In every single year of its existence, Kabataang Makabayan has unfailingly propelled itself into the revolutionary struggle for national democracy. It is admitted by everyone that it has contributed immensely and in a cumulative way to the rapid advance of the revolutionary cause. The people acclaim its work and victories. The people’s enemies oppose it with all their might.

US imperialism and all its lackeys are worried to death by the fact that Kabataang Makabayan has served not only as a training school for many cadres but also as an active organized force in the revolutionary struggle for national democracy. The broad masses of the people, especially the workers and peasants, are exceedingly happy that a new generation has sprung up to invigorate the common struggle for national liberation and people’s democracy.

The history of the Philippine revolution would not be complete without ample reference to the worthy role that Kabataang Makabayan has played. Cite any significant mass struggle during the last six years. Kabataang Makabayan is inevitably found in the forefront.

Kabataang Makabayan has in no small measure kept alive the flames of the Philippine revolution. Though the reactionaries plot day in and day out to intimidate and suppress it, the thousands of young men and women it has nurtured will persevere in fighting for the revolutionary cause that they have embraced so heroically. Every counter-revolutionary act of suppression that the enemy commits will only embolden them and convince them of the justness and timeliness of revolutionary struggle in all its forms.

The revolution has started

There are still some persons who say or threaten with an air of fashion, not with passion, that the revolution would start soon. The assumption is that it has not yet started. But the fact is clear that it has already started. The Cry of Pugad Lawin pales in comparison with the heroic armed struggle
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